
NCLB vs MMR: A Side-By-Side Comparison 
 

NCLB System MMR System Why the Change? 

Only measured proficiency. 
 

Measures Proficiency, Growth, 
Achievement Gap Reduction and 
Graduation Rate. 
 

New system provides a better look 
into how schools are doing by also 
measuring how students are growing 
from year to year, and how schools 
are doing in closing the gaps in 
achievement between Minnesota 
students. 

Labeled nearly half of 
Minnesota schools as 
“failures” for not meeting 
Adequate Yearly Progress 
(AYP). 

Creates two new categories: 
Priority Schools, which are 
persistently low-performing 
schools and Focus Schools, 
which are schools with the 
biggest achievement gaps. 

With so many schools being labeled 
failures year after year, it raised the 
question of what being a failure 
actually meant. The new system 
identifies those schools in Minnesota 
most in need of improvement, and 
provides the assistance necessary to 
successfully turn these schools 
around. 

Required schools to establish 
turnaround plans if they 
failed to achieve AYP. 

Requires turnaround plans for 
Priority and Focus Schools. 

Under NCLB, because so many 
schools were deemed failures, MDE 
could not always provide the support 
school’s needed. By strategically 
identifying the schools most in need 
of help, MDE and the newly created 
Regional Centers for Excellence will 
now be able to provide meaningful 
support. 

Focused on failure, 
completely overlooking 
schools that were doing well. 

Recognizes schools that are 
excelling as well as those in need 
of attention. 

An all “stick and no carrot” approach 
isn’t an effective way to motivate 
excellence. By recognizing the 
highest-performing schools, we are 
creating a better incentive for success. 

Set the unrealistic goal of 
closing the achievement gap 
by 100% by 2014. 

Sets new goal of closing the 
achievement gap by half in six 
years. 

While the goal of NCLB was noble, 
we were not seeing the results. 
Backed by data, the new goal is not 
only ambitious, but attainable. 

Rigid federal guidelines for 
school turnaround 
plans/implementation and 
one-size-fits-all federal 
guidelines to turn around 
schools deemed failing. 

Districts have flexibility to 
implement a turnaround plan that 
makes sense for their specific 
district/community. 

With greater flexibility, schools are 
no longer required to use federally 
mandated programs like tutoring 
services or school choice programs, 
programs which were not getting the 
needed results for our youth. This 
new flexibility will allow each school 
to create a plan that makes sense for 
them.  

 


